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united; STATES DISTRICT COIRT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 



GEORGE . GERALD RIDER, 
Plaintiffs' 



¥. 



ClVIL ACTION NO. 



I 



06™1091GK ' 



DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION, et al: 
Dsfendants, 



PLAINTIFF^ S MOTION FOR DEFAULT JUDGMENT 



NOW COMES 3 the Plaintiff, GEORGE GERALD RIDER, acting herein Pro-S^ , (unless 
otherwise stated -hereinafter referred to as- ^'Plaipxif f ") ^ ^nd pursuant | to Rule 
55 of Federal Rules Of Civil Procedure, respectfully requests this Hon^rabl 
Court- to enter an ORDER holding the Defendants in Default* For the rea|ons that 
follow. Plaintiff ^s- motion should be granted.- 

PRELIMINARY STATE^^NT 



The reality- of this -case is that Plaintiff is being prejudiced by a systematic 
course of abus-e of author It}^ that can only be remedied by the, iimnediate release of 
all -documents bearing Plaintiff 's name, as ^^ell as stiff sanctions for ■WILL I A V£ c. 
■LITTLE JR., Senior. Attorney ■ for -the Drug Enfoirceisent Administration. To ■ state, this 
differently, in order to safeguard Plaintiff's Due Process and Civil Rights,' this 
court should deny^ the Drug Enforcement administration's feeble and futile request 
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for yet another extension of time to turn over documents it possessed 
have turned them over a year ago. 



and should 



RELEVANT BACKGROUND 



On March 22^ 2005 ^ Plaintiff filed a Freedom of Information Act ("iFOIA'% 
requesting specific information^ including but not limited to targets bf investi- 
gations ^ ongoing investigations ^ surveillance, outstanding warrants ? fjinancial 
inquiries s etc* I 



On July 21, 2005 s, Plaintiff received a response from the Drug Enfo 
Administration's Office that was transferred from the Arlington^ Virgi 
The response was to' acknowledge the receipt of inquiry of June 15 ^ 2005 



^cement 
nia Office* 



On August 24, 2005^ Plaintiff received a correspondence from the D[rug Enforcement 
Administration.* ■ 



On OctoDer 26^ 2005', Plaintiff received correspondence froir. the Drug Enforcement 



Administration attempting to justify it's, failure to fulfill Plaintiff 
request tliEiely, 



^s EOIA 



On December 21 ^ 2005, Plaintiff received correspondence from the Dtug HnforceEient 
Administration demanding a fee of US$255* 00 to fulfill- Plaintiff 's FOlk request*. 



On February 24^ 2006^ Plaintiff received correspondence from the J) 
Administration advising Plaintiff that it was in receipt of Plaintiff 
to satisfy the fees requested in fulfilling Plaintiff's FOIA request* 
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;:ug Eniorcex^ient 
s US$255,00,-. 
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On Februar}^ Ih'^ 2006 and March 16^ 2006, Plaintiff received corr.esp.ondences 
from- the Drug Enforcement Administration attempting to justify not fulfilling 
Plaintiff ^s FOIA request even after .Plaintiff- had paid the USS255-G0 processing 
fee that had "been demanded by the Drug Enforcement Administration* 



On October 16^ 2006^ -the Drug Enforcement Administration requested j^t again^ 
another extension of -time inwhich to comply with Plaintiff's FOIA requests. 



ARGUKENT 



It is' .completely unreasonable and a constructive denial hj the Drug Enforcaiaent 
Administration to- yet ' again request another extension of time. After ^11 the pro- 
tracted delays in- complying with Plaintiff's FOIA requests^, further ei 
undermine the confidence, in the way how justice should be administered 



th^ 



Moreover^ the extraordinary and unnecessary protracted delays hj 

ment Administration is indicative, of the very low priority the Drug. E: 
AdminlEt ration has- thus far given to this matter ^ and ir also dlsclos. 
utter disdain -for the Plaintiff In particular. Allowing the Plaintiff-^. 
- languish for almost two years is nothing short of unconscionable-. Plaintiff has had 
to file a Writ of ' Mandamus in order to" remind the Drug Enforcement Administration of 
it^s responsibility and. Plaintiff's rights in this regard. 



tension would 



he Drug Enforce- 
fore ement 
s the DEA^s 
s request to 



Notwithstanding Plaintiff's rights and the age of this matter^ th? 
ment Administration has seen fit to protract the proceedings further 1 
,< additional time, on top of the several additional extensions of time .1 
got t.en, ■ How much time ^ is enough time? When^ is this court going to pu- 
the Drug Enforcement. Administration's delay tactics and disregard for 
should be mindful that^ justice delayed^ is justice .^denieds^. or no jus 
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Plaintiff submits that the Drug Enforcement Admiriistration^s^ obvious affront 
to' fairness^ joined with the fact that ^ Plaintiff has long paid the US$255* 00 fee 
demanded hy the DEAj> and the DEA/s unconscionable refusal to turn over any relevant 
docuiRents to. the Plaintiff ^ clearly, shows a miscarriage of justice that canno-t and 
■ should not be explained ax<ray. 



It is respectfully suggested that the Drug Enforcement Administration should 
should be required to take into serious consideration the fact that the confidence 
in fairness of the Law- Enforcement Conmiunity is vital to the continued ' success of 
our Democratic System. To this end^ our' Law Enforcement Coiiimunity ieuse not only 
be fair 5, it inust also appear to be fair. .i ■ 



In sum 5 as a Law Enforcement body^ the Drug Enforcement Administration and /or 
WILLIAI-l G, LITTLE JR. ^ who. have ' taken an oath' of office ^ "knevj^ quite t/jbII that it 

■was and still is. a criminal violation to cover-up and lie under the disguise of 
the Drug Enforcement Administration's' heavy caseload and/or computer transition^ 
and for using the color of the law to violate Plaintiff^ s civil rights and due 
process rights by knowingly ^ .intentionally^ and deliberately withholding- docusnents 

■relevant to the Plaintiff, 



I 
In conclusion 5 for almost two years now^ the Drug Enforcement Administration 

.'has failed to comply with this Courtis Order ^ or Plaintiff's request '^or relevant 

■documents* To compound it's blatant disregard for the .law ^^ the Drug EntorceiBent 

'Administration is once again up to it's old trick, hy seeking yet anotiher extension 

of time to forward the relevant documents to the Plaintiff. However, this ■ Court 

should not condone such a clear violation of the law- Instead/ the FlJ,intiff asks 

that, this Court utilise 'strict- compliance, in regard to it's p.revious crder. In other 

.words :, anything less than the turning over of the Plaintiff's requestd'd documents 

would run afoul with this- Court and the law. 
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therefore ^ based upon the af orementionedj tha interest of justice ta^HI best 
be served hj denying' the Drug Enforcement Administration's additional request 
for another needless extension of time to comply with the Plaintiff ^s request^ 
and- Order said' DEA to f onward, the Plaintiff ^s requested documents s fo^i^thx^rith*- 



Executed this 



21 - day of October 



2006. 



Respectfully submi 



id. 




jj > RuhA 



George Gerald Rider ^ Pro-Se 
Reg, Ko/: ^04022-424 
USP"LEE'GOUHTY \ 

P,0* BOX 305. ■ i 

Joiiesvilie^ VA 2426.3-0305 '■ 
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PROOF OF. SERVICE 



I, the Undersigned^ do hereby state and declare pursuant to Penalty of Perjury^ 
28 U^S.G. § 1746^ that a True and Accurate copy of the foregoing "PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR DEFAULT JUDGMSI^IT** has been forwarded to the addressees belop: 



1) U,S- Department of Justice 

Drug Enforcement Administration 
Freedom of Information Section 
Washington, D,C, 20537 



2) A^G.L.U* 

132 West 43rd Street 

Bew York, N-Y. 10036 



3) U*S* Department of Justice 
Civil ■Rights Division 
Washington, D*C. 20530 




George. 



aid 



M. ^/U 



Rider, Pro-Se 



